
It to Inttmtinff to inquirt why nMdical tcknc* is umkif m littl* oMl.
pukm to conttitutcd authority. Why it it that whM th« lUt* gives mmIow-
mmu for th« advmncMBcnt of Istrning in UmgiMfM, nuiihcimiics, meta-
physics, and the natural and physical sciences, it neglects, as a rule, to-

give assistance to medical research or medical education > Several reasons

are to be urged in answer td this question, and for one of these we must
examine the condition of medicine during the first half of this century,

when it could not press any such claim*' to be considered' a science as it

now presenu. While it consisted of much that was valuable, the greater

part of it was pure empiricism. This was not all. There arose in the
medicd world a discussion on questions of a purely dogmatic character

ould never have be«n introduced into medicine at all. Whether
like cures like, or whether a disease is cured by a drug which produces the
very opposite symptoms, were the questions j^ the day. There were
Others on which the very opposite answers were given. Is the therapeutical

action of a drug increased the more if it is diluted or shaken, or the more
finely it is divided ? This discuuion first arose in Germany, which gave,

at the same time, origin to some other iantasiic and absurd creeds in medi^
cine^ like Rademacherism, Isopathy, Ideal Pathology, etc., and it spread
to England, Franc#, and to this continent. Theiw questions were even
taken up by the lay wqrid, and discussed, in some insUnces, with all the
partisanship that characterises party politics. Then some strove to adopt
a position between the two caibps, and this added to the confusion. What
wonder is it that the public should, in the end, conclude that there was
nothing scientific in medicine; that it was merely a mattlhr of taste in more
waxs than one as to which school of medical practice you gave jour
adhesion when you desired medical treatment ? Twenty-three centuries

ago Hippocrates described a somewhat similar condition of medical practice

which obuinedinhistime. Aft^rspeakingofsomephysidanswhoconsUntlx
adiqinister strained decoctions of barley, whileothersstrain the Juice tMough
a cloth in order to prevent harm to the patient resulting from swallowing a
particle of it; while others, again, give neither the juice nor the thick

decoction until after the s^enth day, or after the crisis, ht says : » Physi-
cians are iiot in the habit of 'mooting such questions; nor, perhaps, if

mooted, would a solution of them be found; although the whole art is

thereby exposed to much censure from the vulgar, who fancy that there

really is no such science as inedicine, since in acute diseases practitioncra

differ so much amongst themselves that those things which one adminis- '

ters as thinking it the best that can be given another holds to be bad; and
in this respect they might say that the art of tnedicine resembles augury,
since atigurs hold that the same bird, if seen on the left hand, is good; bat,

if on the right, bad " ("On Regimen in Acute Diseases "). In the^UypW
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